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MINISTRY OF LAW, JUSTICE AND COMPANY AFFAIRS 
(Legislative Department) 

NOTIFICATION 

New Delhi, the 4th November 1976 

S.O. 708(E).—The following Order made by the President is published for general 
information, 

Order 

Whereas the election of Shri Balwan Singh, the returned candidate from the Sarwan 
Khcra Assembly constituency in the State of Uttar Pradesh at the general election to the 
Legislative Assembly of that State held in February, 1974. was declared void by the Allaha¬ 
bad High Court by its judgment dated the 9th April, 1975; 

And whereas an appeal of the returned candidates to the Supreme Court against the 
judgment of the said High Court, was dismissed by the Supreme Court by its Order dated 
the 4th February, 1976; 

And whereas the Secretary, legislative Assembly of the State of IJltar Pradesh, being 
the authority specified by the Central Government for die purpose of sub-section (1) of 
section 8A of the Representation of the People Act. 1951 (hereinafter referred to as the 
said Act), under the notification of the Government of India in th c Ministrv of Law, Jus. 
tice and Company Affairs (Legislative Department), No. 367(E) dated the 25th May, 1976, 
has submitted thc ease to the President for determination of the question as to whelhcp 
the said Shri Balwan Singh shall be disqualified, and if so, for what period; 

(2025) 
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And whereas the President has sought the opinion of the Election Commission in the 
matter in pursuance of sub-section (3) of the said section 8A; 

And whereas the Election Commission has, in its opinion (vide Anncxtirc), recom¬ 
mended the imposition of a disqualification on the said Shri Balwan Singh tor a period of 
five years from the date of the Order of the President under sub-section (1) of the said 
section 8A; 

Now, therefore, I, Fakhruddin Alt Ahmed, President of India in exercise of the powers 
conferred on me under sub-section (I) of section 8A of the said Act, do hereby impose a 
disqualification on the said Shri Balwan Singh for a period of five years front the date of 
this Order. 

Rashtrapati Bhavan, FAKHRUDDIN ALI AHMED, 

New Delhi, the 28th October, 1976, President of India. 


, Annf.xure 

ELECTION COMMISSION OF INDIA 
Before, tub Chief Election Commissioner 

In re: Reference from the President under .section 8/4(3) read with section 8/4(1) of 
the Representation of the People Act, 1951 regardin'.; the case of Shri Balmmt 
Singh. 

This is a reference to the Commission from the President of India under section 8A(3) 
read with section 8A(1) of the Representation of the People Act, 1951 (hereinafter referred 
to as the Act). The election of Shri Balwan Singh (hereinafter referred to as the returned 
candidate) to the l egislative Assembly of Uttar Pradesh in 1974 has been set aside on 
the ground of the commission of corrupt practices under section 123(5) of the Act. The 
reference seeks the opinion of the Commission as to whether the returned candidate should 
be disqualified in terms of section 7(b) read with section 8A(1) of the Act, if so, for what 
period. 

2. The returned candidate was elected to the Legislative Assembly of Uttar Pradesh in 
February, 1974 from Sarwan Khera Assembly constituency on the ticket of the B.hartiya 
Lok Dal (BLD). His election was challenged before the Allahabad High Court by S/Shri 
Prakash Chandra and fai Chandra (hereinafter referred to as the election petitioners) who 
were electors in that constituency. The grounds on which the election was challenged 
were ;— 

(1) that the returned candidate himself and his workers, agents and supporters with 

his consent, made offers to Khanazda Thakurs of Village Baithana that they 
would be recognised and amalgamated in the Thakur community if they voted 
for him and not for the Congress candidate: thereby committing a corrupt 
practice under section 123(1 )(A)(b) of the Act; 

(2) that the returned candidate himself and his workers and agents with his consent 

threatened the voters of villages Baithana, Umran, Sanghasiapur, Sarsi and 
Maranli with dire consequences if they did not vote for him and voted for 
the Congress candidate; thereby committing a corrupt practice under section 
123(2)(a)(i) of the Act; 

(3) that the returned candidate himself and his workers, supporters and agents with 

his consent hired, procured and utilized cars, jecos and tractors with trolley 
for free conveyance of electors; thereby committing a corrupt practice under 
section 123(5) of the Act; 

(4) that the returned candidate and his workers and agents incurred an expenditure 

of more than Rs. 35,000, thereby committing q corrupt practice under sec¬ 
tion 123(6) of the Act; 

(5) (a) that th c returned candidate and his workers and agents with his consent got 

printed identity slips containing his symbol and distributed them amongst the 
voters within the constituency, and that it materially affected the result of the 
election; 

(b) that the returned candidate made extensive convassine within 100 yards 
of the polling station and that it materially affected the result of tKe election; 
thereby contravening rules framed under the Act; 
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(6) that thg returned candidate and his workers and agents with his consent, got 
jirinted and published a pamphlet containing a statement to the effect’that 
Babu Lai Dtiobi had retired from the consent; thereby committing a corrupt 
practice under section 123(4) of the Act; 


3, The allegation regarding printing of identity slips containing the symbol was not 
pressed. The Court found that the returned candidate (or his workers, ageDts and sup- 
porters) had not been proved to have interfered, with the Tree exercise of their vote by voters 

and had therefore not committed a corrupt practice of this kind [section 

123(1)(A) or 123(2) of the Act], The Court recorded a finding that the returned candidate 

had indeed procured Tractor No. UPG 9962 with trolley and hired Jeep No. UPW359 and 

Tiactor UTE 5865 with trolley and that the said vehicles had, in fact, been used for free 
conveyance of voters to Naubasta, Jagarpur and 7 igai polling stations; thereby committing 
a corrupt practice under section 123(5) of the Act. In view of this finding the High Court, 
by its judgment dated 9 April 1975 declared the election of the returned candidate void. 
The election petitioners were not able to prove the other allegations to the satisfaction of 
the High Court. 


4. On 28 April, 1975 the returned candidate filed an appeal in the Supreme Court 
against the decision and Order of the High Court. By its Order dated 2 May, 1975, the 
Supreme Court stayed the operation of the judgment and Order of the High Court. Subse¬ 
quently, after analysing the evidence adduced before the High Court in the matter of pro- 
curing/hiring of vehicles for the free conveyance of electors, tile Supreme Court came to 
the conclusion that the findings of the High Court that Shri Balwan Singh had procured 
Tractors No. UPG 9962 with trolley, that it had been used for the purpose of free transport 
of the electors to the Naubasta polling station and the returned candidate had thereby com¬ 
mitted a corrupt practice within the meaning of section 123(5) of the Act were correct 
and must be upheld. In view of this categorical finding, the Supreme Court did not find it 
necessary to examine the allegations regarding the hiring or procuring of the other two 
vehicles as the commission of a corrupt practice had already been proved in regard to one 
vehicle. The finding in respect of one vehicle was sufficient for disposing of the appeal and 
voiding the election. By its Order dated 4 February 1976, the Supreme Court dismissed 
the appeal of the returned candidate. 


5. On receipt of the reference from the President, the Election Commission issued notice 
to the returned candidate, affording him an opportunity of being heard, before tendering 
its opinion to the President under section 8A(3) of the Act, A hearing was fixed for the 
purpose on 12 August, 1976. The returned candidate was present. He was also represented 
by Shri Sham Lai Yadav, M.P. and Shri R. D. Upadhyaya. As they desired to refer to 
and rely on the Paper Book submitted to the Supreme Court and requested time to produce 
the Paper Book, another hearing was fixed for 26(h August, 1976. On that date written 
submissions were made on behalf of the returned candidate and were brought on record. 
The ease was also argued. 


6 , Shri Sham Lai Yadav contended that the returned candidate was found guilty by the 
Court of only one corrupt practice under section 123(5) of the Act, when he was alleged 
to have committed a number of corrupt practices. His election had also been set aside on 
an earlier occasion on the ground that he had committed a conupt practice under sec¬ 
tion 123(5) of the Act, Tt was most unlikely that the returned candidate would risk the 
voiding of his election again by committing the same corrupt practice. The tractor which 
was proved to have been used by the returned candidate had been purchased by him in the 
name of his wife. The transaction was ’benami’. Tn fact it was his own tractor. There 
was, therefore, no question of hiring or 'procuring’ this tractor. ^ It might have, been used 
for the purpose of free conveyance of electors incidentally. This was to be distinguished 
from a case where there was regular hiring. The appellate court had not given a finding 
on the other two vehicles. Inviting attention to section 100(l)(d) of the Act, he contended 
that when a corrupt practice is committed by an agent, it should be proved that it has 
materially affected the result of the election. Only one tractor and trolleyful of voters had 
been actually seen carried free. A material influence on the election result could not be 
presumed. Moreover, the consent of ihc candidate hud not been proved to have been given 
In any case this was not such a serious offence as to merit disqualification. The returned 
candidate had been only a ‘proforma’ member of the Assembly since the date of the Stay 
Order granted by the Supreme Court viz. 2 May, 1975, The returned candidate had already 
suffered 'de facto » disqualification since the date of the order of the High Court viz 9 Apnl, 
J975, Even if any disqualification was to be imposed, the period of de facto drsqualin 
cation already suffered should be considered adequate. 

7 Shri R D. Upadhyaya’s main stress was on the evidence on which the returned 
candidate was found guilty of the corrupt practice under section 123(5) of the Act. Me 
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submitted that the finding of guilt had been made on the basis of the testimony of one 
polling agent, who was a dose relation of a rival candidate and at whose instance the peti¬ 
tion had been filed, Shri Upadhyaya also submitted that five different corrupt practices 
had been alleged and even if the returned candidate was found guilty on all the counts, 
the maximum penalty would have been six years. In (his case, the returned candidate was 
exonerated on four counts and was found guilty only on one count. Therefore, a lesser 
punishment would meet the ends of justice. Furthermore, the lapse on the part of the 
returned candidate did not involve any moral turpitude. Shu Upadhyaya also referred to 
■earlier rulings that the use of one's own vehicle or carrying voters free would not amount 
to a corrupt practice involving "hiring or procuring” a vehicle under section 123(5) of the 
Act. He pleaded that in view of this the law had been a little doubtful and asked that 
a lenient view should be taken of the use of a vehicle only nominally belonging to his wife 
but in fact belonging to the returned candidate himself, Counsel further pointed out that 
the returned candidate had won by a large margin and the free transport of a few voters 
could not have materially affected the result. He contended that the returned candidate 
had already suffered disqualification inasmuch as ho had lost all the privileges of an elected 
member of the Uttar Pradesh Legislative Assembly. These should bo treated as extenu¬ 
ating circumstances and no disqualification should be imposed. If, however, any disqualifi¬ 
cation was at all to be imposed, it might be restricted to the period which the returned 
candidate had already in fact, suffered. 

8 . The Commission had pointed out at an early stage of the arguments that it was bound 
by the findings of the Appellate Court and, to the extent that the Appellato Court had not 
given any findings, on the findings of the court of the ffrsi instance ( viz. the Allahabad 
High Court), both on fact and on law. The Commission was not a second and superior 
appellate authority to differ from the findings of these two courts. Both courts had written 
elaborate judgments and given cogent reasons for their findings and orders. The Commis¬ 
sion could, therefore, only examine whether there were any extenuating circumstances 
because of which no disqualification should be imposed and the question of the quantum 
of disqualification, if one is to be imposed. 

9. It is indeed true that there were a number of allegations of th e commission of cor¬ 
rupt practices under section 123 of the Act; but that the returned candidate has been satis- 
iaelorily proved to be guilty of only one corrupt practice under section 123(5) of the Act. 
However, in the absence of a finding by the Supreme Court on the hiring or procuring of 
a jeep and a second tractor and trailer, the finding of the High Court on the hiring or 
procuring these two vehicles also must hold the field. In the result, the returned candidate 
is proved to have hired or procured three vehicles and used them freely for the transport 
of voters to several polling stations without any payment by th e voters. On the admission 
of counsel himself the returned candidate had at an earlier election, been found guilty of 
the same corrupt practice, leading to the voiding of his election. The hiring or procuring of 
vehicles for the free transport of electors to or from any polling station is listed by the 
law as a corrupt practice as such free transport would be a wrongful inducement to voters 
and would place the candidate committing this practice at an unfair advantage compared 
with other candidate for the same seat. The returned candidate has used not one vehicle 
but three and the trend of the evidence shows that the three vehicles were freely used for 
the transport of electors without payment. In the face of the record of the returned candi¬ 
date of similar guilt on an earlier occasion even inviting llic penalty of the voidance of his 
election by a court finding and order the Commission feels that there are no extenuating 
circumstances and that it would not be advisable to take a lenient view of the guilt of the 
returned candidate in this matter. It is, therefore, th c opinion of the Commission that a 
disqualification must be imposed, 

10. There is not much force in thc contention that the returned candidate has already 
suffered a de facto disqualification. The stay order made it possible for the returned 
candidate to retain 'his seat until the final disposal of the appeal. Therefore, from the 
date of the stay order of the Supreme Court viz- 2 May, 1975 until thc final disposal of 
the appeal by the Supreme Court on 4 February, 1976, the returned candidate has been, 
in the eyes of the law, a member of the Uttar Pradesh Legislative Assembly. His scat 
■had not been rendered vacant and no Vacancy had arisen, It is well-established law 
that where there 'nas been an appeal to the Supreme Court and a stay order has been 
granted, thc disqualification runs from the date of the final disposal of the appeal and the 
order of the Supreme Court vacating the stay. 

Therefore, thc disqualification of the returned candidate cannot run from a date 
earlier than 4 February, 1976. In order that a disqualification imposed as a penalty for 
the commission of serious corrupt practices may be effective, it must run long enough 
to prevent fne returned candidate from participating in at least one general election. 
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The Uttar Pradesh Legislative Assembly was constituted after a general election in 
February, 1974 and its life would ordinarily be until February, 1979. Linder a constitu¬ 
tional amendment already introduced in the House of the People, the normal life of the 
House of the People as well as of State Assemblies may be six years instead of five. If 
and when this is passed and becomes law, the present Uttar Pradesh Legislative Assem¬ 
bly may continue in existence in the ordinary course until February 1980. In order 
that Ihe returned candidate may be prevented from participating in 'at least one genera) 
election, it is the view of the Commission that he should be disqualified for a period of 
five years from the dale of the order of the President imposing a disqualification uhder 
section 8A(1) of the Act. 

11. Accordingly, 1 tender opinion under section 8A(3) of the Act that the returned 
candidate Shri Balw'an Singh should be disqualified for a period of five years from the 
date of the order of the President under section 8Aft) of the Act. 

(Sd.) T. SWAMINATHAN, 

Chief Election Commissioner of India. 

New Dr, mii, 

15 September, 1976, 


[No. F. 7(19)/76-Leg. II)] 
E. VENKATESWARAN, Jt. Sccy. 

ftrfsr sniTtr aft rfarau 

(faanft faFTF) 

Ft fccvff, 4 FFTF7, 19 76 

tftTo tflT° 708 (a).—fT^qflT 5 TTT flFT FFT fanffiifaer FFFTFITF %t 

FiFcnfr % f?r% irwfFF fun urn |: — 

aT^ST 

Ftfaff, F7RfFFTF FFT % f^r FTFftf 1 9 74 F fir FTtJTTW 
fFFfaF ir FF TEST % TRFF #ST FFT-ffiFlFF WF F F'tF'ff F I ?vTl?IFi?t 

"RF •■q'lqPvi'if F dIftftf 9 CFF, 1975 % Uilfa IJ IF TT7T % fadlFH 'FT 9JRT FifaF 

ut fnrr ft ; 

fff rtfiff % fwr % fFUsf f^ftf ftiftff Jt fFFffaF anNf ut sfTIvt 
%T TURFF RTFTFF F FTttiq 4 FfaFLt, 19 76 % FFF WFF SIFT TFlftF FT fFFT 
*TT ; 


FrR JT^r TT^F %f fFFTF FFT % FftlF %, Ft FfFfFfatF afafFFF, 19 51 

(fait FIF FFF fWfFF U^T FFT |) %t FIT! 8U %f FSFITT ( l) % STFft- 

FT*f, FTTF FTTTT % fafF, ?FTF aft Fmft WT F5TIFF (fFFTFt fFFlF) %t aftl^RFT 
F° 367 (t),Fftftr 2 5 Ff, 1976 % WjtF, FFLTTF1TT fftfifCT Flfcfftt % 

FFF FTFFT TT^^Ffa %t Ft? FFFlfLF FTF % fadT FfaF fa FT | fa FFT FFF FFF1F 
Iff %t fFTffF FT falT aft Ffa ^T, Ft faefat aFfa % fafa f 
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TT^^RfR % W RTR% RT, RRR RTTT 8T Rpf RRRTTT ( 3 ) % RFjRTR R faRfaR 
SffRYE R?Y TFR RYeY | ; 

fERfaR rteYe ?Y, RR^fY tie t (yrtert ^ftrJr), e? FeeeFte qfY | Frt ere 
rY eerie ftr? ejY, 3ee srrcr se et errttt ( i ) % reYe te^rFe % Ri^r eY 
n rYe ER rtY eeFe % Fe?Y FETftE rt Feet EP 7 ; 

er, re, Sf, <5 Ed(Yt ret e^re, eke re tt^Fe, ere wfaf-m r?Y eri 

(IT EY ERETTT ( 1) ^ ReYe RE ETE EfRERf spT EETR RDT |E, TEE sfY ERETE 

rYY ?e et^ rYY critPi Yy rYe e*? r?Y reFe % Fe?y FRf?E rret g i 

RWEfYE TFfY RYER, 

Ef FEwfY ; ERE % TD$rFe I 

ei^ 28 re^et, 1978 

3rte;e 

RTTr <PT FEEfEE ^TtfV»T 
W fEEfEE rtjjre v hew 

eYe stftrfq'fercq Rf*rfEEE, 1951 *•> ettt st ( 1 ) whn qfsE ettt 8 ^( 3 ) 
w«ftn «ft *m*m fag riee e erre e ttgjrFe h etet faafa Fei^e ^ i 

dr^tFe Yf Free eYe qfrffqf^ rFstFerr, 1951 (Fdt seJY rte 
rFeFerr e^t ret |) rYY ettt 8-e ( 1 ) % rte qfeE ara 8 -^( 3 ) % etYYe FreYer 
RTRYe R?Y FlET I I sfY EERIE f%? (f*Rf SR?? RTE FrrYFeE R¥E«fT RT|T EET 
I) 1974 E ETR E^E FrETE RET % FvfiY FreYFeE fit E I EE% EE FreYeE apt tE 
RIRR RT RETTE ET FRET RRT % f^ RRIR Rf^f^RR RY RlTT 123(5) R Rf?R'fcr 
W3E RTRRT f%^ «T I ^R fRRR if fRR?RR RTRtR qfY ?R RiRRJ R DR RRfY R^ % fv 
m\ fRRYfRR RW-ff Rt R%fRRR R?Y RTD 8R( l) % RTR ifeR RID 7 (*?) % 5Rff R 
f-TRfRR fRRT RTRT Rt5;R rIr Rft? Rt, Rt fTcTRI RRfff % fViR I 

2. fRRlfRR RRRsff 95RRfY, 1974 ?? ^RT RqR fRRTR RRT % f^R RTRR #TT 
RRT fRR?RR WR R RPRfYR RfD RR (Rto tr^ 0 /to ) % fcrZ RT YrDTRcI JRT RT I 
RR% TrrYrr qr'Y RR^t RRTR RRT Rk ^•RR 7 S (f^ ^RR RTR YrrIrr RRffRlT 
RTR RRI t) R, RT RRfRR?RR «TR R FtrY^R R, TRTRTRTT ?RTRIR-R % RRCT ^Rl 
^Y RY I RR fRRfRR RT fRR RIRDT RT RRtifY afY Rf RY, R FhtRPJRIT % — 

(i) Ft jrR FrrYFrr wfi % rrt trt tirtctYrYj rFrrrYrt rYt rrrrr 

R YRTR R^rFr R RRRT RTR % RTTRRTRT STfff % RR5I R? RTRTR 
TRT RI Ft rFr R TtYRR R«Rff rTt R5.-TTT RRRT RR RR Rt RF| STfff 
% RR ?Y RTFRRT T FY TTRjfT rYt STfT RRRTR R FrRI F^iRT RRtrT, 
\XX RRTTT rFrFrRR ^ RTD 1 23( l) (Ri) (^) Tf RtfYR TO RTRTR 
Frirt RRT ; 
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(2) far mmm farmffarm m-wrmf m mimmmfa q m# snm rnfamraW m rromrt 
mgmfar % mmrmr, ^mm 'i n , mmrftfmrgm, *fk mmr Trim % mcr^nm^ff 
mrt mr’pV mr «ft far mfa m mm m £mm mrrmm sr^raff *?t w mm 
mV? rft rmm% m^tAm qftmnm rfim, mmim m-fafamm tI am 123 
(2) (iff) (i) % WR W itimir faRT RTT ; 

(3) far mmm farnffarm atmaf ^ mmr rmm% ^rawlrtf, ail# sftm srftprmrferf 
^ rjmmft mfmfa m fmm'NmrT % *rmm mm?w % farm mam, rW sftm 
mfan fmmm mfa mr f rct, -jq-rm farm atm rjfrmr farmr ; 

mrnrrm afafamm ml arm? 123(5) % mrtfr^r str mamm famr mar; 

( 4 ) far fmmfam TTR^ff srtm mim mrrafarmfwf m«r afamrmWr m 35,000 
mo a farm mr amm farmr ; ?m s^rrm afarfamm mt armr 123 m 
wtfrmr wr aramm farmr mm ; 

( 5 ) (r) far famffarm ammmf m atm am% mnfWraf atm srfmmcrWr m 
ammfr m?rmfar Jr tpm mfmmt mwii, famfar mm acfrm mr atm 
mf farnfarm sra % mamra-raf m msmimT rfim ?m% famfam % mffanm 
mm msHyr amim m?r ; 

far) far fafarfarm avmm'T m mmmrm t mr m 100 mm? % tfrmrn mm mm 
m mmmRmr m?r afa fa fam mm mfrm£>T srmrm mrr ; 

(e) far farntfarm m'R'ff m mm% mim^rnWr atm mfmmmmi m nrmifa 
m 5m amm mV trip -jffarr t5mmfa aim mmifaim % mail! fa mim mnm' 
a'faV famrmm m I'm mar t, amrrm afafamm mV aimr 123(4) % wjlm 
'sr srmrrnT fmmr mi 1 

3. mmtm mf?m m^mrm qfmf % msw ’pfvR mm mm mim m^f Iott mmi 
mt 1 rtqj^r mr m? fm^mm mr fm. - mn fms fmr % fm‘ fmmifmm m-'vmsff (mr 
mrmmmWf, mrfmmmmr wtm mmrnmff )m mmmmrTOT ^ttt mmmr mm Tmm^ mm 1 m m fmmfr 
srmrm m;r immwq fw stAm ?mfr^ mmm mrir mr r s^ mrmmw [mmr fm mfafmmm 
mA am 123(i) (m) mr 123(2) m mfmm |] m^fmmT mr 1 mmrmm m mm fmmrn 

frnmT far famlfmm m ?Tmt mfam fmmm momo^frogfi-o 9952 

rrnmnmr famT ?ftm qftm sfo 0 55^0 359sAm ^Tmf m%m f°mmm° mo sto 5865 
■mfa mm frrmT mr sAm m mifaqt rAmm, m.-nmjm m\m fmrnif rnmim mmji mmr trmrnrctTWf mr 
mmm mm?5'm ^ fa'm am^m: mim m w.t mf ; mrnrm mrfmfamm m?t mmi 123(5) mr mrsftm 
'SR tit mm famr w 1 fmm'f mrt emrm ?r mii% |?r, r3m mrrmrmrm ?r frnmifmm 
srvmff mr farnfam mimtmr 9 wsfa - , 1975 ^ mrnfa fa^fm fimr wr mrfam mm famr i 

4. 28 mrnmi', 1975 mfr fmmffmm ^ maToR % fa^mm rAm mnS^T 

% fam rrsmmm RrmToR Jr rjrnr mmto*' mmimr qfa 1 Rirniomr m cirmliir 2 

1975 % mmfa rnr^TT simr rj^m RrmToim % famm «ftm mfamr % mm^rm mrr mtm famr 1 
mim, mm mrem mr fasmmm mmm % mr^. mt famfamff % mmmfm % fafa mifamf 
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fa ' J-T T R T RTfa/Rlf IT Et,% ETRTE if Em RIW if fa fen RET RT, 
yRTETTT E W Ecffa RT RfET fa Em 7RTETER % t ffapR fa fa EEETE ftf t $Tfa 
EffE^faT Eo R o qto fao 9962 EEm faRT RT, RRRR ERRtE eFeTET EERTE EE 
fREffaf % ERE XEfE ERR % fat faRT RET RT far RR RETT ftfafaE R¥ERt t fat- 
fERE fa RTTT 123(5) Y REf if RTETE faRT, Eft f EV ERfa qffa ETESRE 
I I fE pm ffaEif fa ERTE if 77fa ft, mEEE ETTETTfE E Ef ETRPEE Eff 
RR5IT fa sm rF mfWr % Eli rt fan T-fa far ertet ffa etE EiRfaF fafapREt 
fa faE fa ‘jTT’T RRtfa EE ETft % Em=ST E ECff mETE EE faRT tTET Fr 3 ft 'fRT 
I I RET Rlfa fa ETEE ffaRtf, Etfa EE fEREHE ETt faT fEEfaE Ef/E EtftE fat 
Rft % fat REfaT RT I EmEE mETEE t fEEffaE EDRfa fa REfa ETTfa 4 
RJTETt, 19 76 % RRR EErE JRT STlffa RT fa I 

5 TP^rFe RfFEE R ftfaT ET'-E ffa RT PerTeR SRRtR R R’fETpRRR fa RHE 
8^ ( 3) *F STrFE Tr^RiR fa EERt TrE faf f E r f, fRRtfxTR RTRRf RE ERR if EE 
5TEET 5TRFR REE |tt ije RR-RT Etfa fa I faf REFER R fat 12 EETE, 1976 fa 
gRRrf PEER fa r| I FrRtFrR ?DEEf EE FrR Rq-fiRR |RT I RETE RpEftffaE 

fa 7 ptr rtw rkr, rrr rrrr *rk Rt rtto rRo rttertr R >fr fw rt i RfffR 

RTTRITTR R TTRR rR Rf TTY R^P % R fR fR?W RTtR RFt YRRTI ?f(R?n : R RR Rt 

5RT Z rR ?rtT Rqx RR; Rsr R??R % fair RRR RtPT I 5TcI: 26 RR?T, 1976 rR %xfr 

5?rRii fRTT rR Rf i yr rtF fR-RFfe ironff rtF rtR R RtPr-r Rtrtr f%t rR 

?itT wz ’rfVrfw r?i Rr shirt rrt i rtr% qx rxh Rt ft i 

6. «ft WPT RTTH RKR % Rf R'RtH RF Pr: ftRTfRT RfR«ff RTF RTR5R t StF(I- 
pRR rFF am 123( 5) % wtq itr; '^e RTTRm % fair RFfa qRT ufT XR Frt 
■JR TX RR-RT W^z RIRTR RPTR R? RRTY>T R I IRPT PlR HR TTP fa YR RTRK 
RT iRRITR RiR felT WI «TI fRr RR^ fafaRRR R)t P1R 12 3(5) % RfaR WCE ^RWT 
fRRT RT I Rf fRRPR RRRRR RT fa faRTFRR OT«ff R^F WZ RTRTR RTTt; RRR fpfa- 
RR RT1 'JR: 9T?T RTfat fa faftfR R5RT I Rf f RET, faRfa RRR Rf fa^ |R( R1 fa 
fafafaR 5pRfa R RRRR RRRFR faRT RT, fRRtfaR R^TR? R Rqfa R?fa % RTR if 
jfafar RT I Rf RiR RRlfa RF I RHRR R Rf f RET RRRT ft RT ERfat ER f jjr fa Rif 
TT RR RT 'R'TrTT RTfa 1 RR faf STRR ^F Rff | I R'RR | fa RITitfRR’ ¥R R RRR7T Rqfarr 
faRRR % RRR JTRfR % fat faRT RRT ft I Rf RRT fRRfRR RR R Rlt RT RRTT 
RRRT RTRtR RTR % pR5T | I RfaR ^RTRTRR R R^q- fa Rffefa ^ RJRTR if fa^ fRc^rj- 
Rft faRT RT RPaPlRR fa ETRT 100( l) (r) fa RTT 6RPT RTTpTR RTt ft Yfat 
RTfT fa RR 'em RTRTR fafa RFRRfa t faRT t RR Rf RTpRR faRl XPTT Rlfft fa 
RRR fRRTfaR % RFTRTR RT RfcRfR p-j ^ RRTR Rfl | | RrTRR if RRR itr? ^UT 
far RERTRlfaf TF RTT ^tfa RRR % Rlfa Xffa tfa RT I FrRTRR RpORPT RT TERR 
RfFR'J’t RRTR Rfaf fa ERETTRT Rff fa 'RT EERT I ^E % WfapTWR Rf EffRE Eft faRT 
RRT | fa ERRfa t TER fat RREF Ef eFe fa RT I RfTfTE Rf faf RET RfaFT RRTTE 
EfF | faE% fat RTRRT fa fETffE faRI 5TP^ I ftfafaE rnfaf E^EEE TRpnTTR 
jRT ftcr R(T faR Rffar fa EftF<R t RRFf; 2 Ef, 19 7 5 E fRETE EET % 'rFrEE?' 
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47S4 % 44 *q % $4 >rr i fR7?f7q **w4 ^*7 % <rr?f?T rpt H(tw 4 #4?% 

9' *444, 19757 xt%x: Prrjfq igr i ! i irf? qrtf PRfqr srPjdftq *44 qft $ 
fsr-r^ vqfu era 4« 4Pfer: Prater xf_ 777 $ 37 wth 77 m 7174 qrfsra 1 

7 . i sft VRo « 4 o 7716717 7 *j 77 ^q % 77 71^7 74 Tfr f 47 T fsmt 
'7r7R XX f-Tq-tf-q-'T 7V*77f TftfPmR qr> STTT 123 ( 5 ) X 7lfR W 74444 
vr 74«f4 trt ttt *rr i rttPt xz Prtw ft7i pqr ti«f4 zix 77 P 7 ra«f 47 77717 vf«raerf 
% qfornra % srr«rr< ax Prarar *r rr 3: 74 fadsfr 7«77f qrr cr.fr Prai 7*7?tf4 (f iftx 
fswqfV ff>«rr xx 7 ?; *sff ^rrqq t?4 7 f i i *f4 4 ins 7 T 7 7 m f 7747 -*ft ft 7 i fx 7 ? *rP7- 
477 ft 77 771 $ ft ftrffRT tRRff 7 xvx f74 P 77 w wirara ft^ f *rk 7ft 
fTtffqvr 7*774 t4 77 777 , 7itN7 '4 tt<f4 qrqr Tien ft m *fi vftraera 4 °* ®: *4 tt 
fWr i zh 717 % 4 PntrPrr sr^-irqT tf qrr ^rtiff 4 777 xx Pmi 771 «rr 7 k 77 
xxx crqr wftq 77 |t t4f4 qrai 477 | i vx: *4twi?7 »pq t? f?7 Tit 4 mra tt 
$7 fr qxcTTfr i wnV tnnfran PrafPra ^«r4f ti 7k, 4 tt xx | 777 4fera 
V 7771 Tr 7?q 7^'f | i 4r qirwnq 4 q^ar % xx ftPnntr ti 44 P?‘Tf Pwr% 
wqwn - qv^irrwf ^T PT:w?q: 4 xti 4 Pq4 wq4r mfr qrr qifm xttxl iif4fqqq <4t 
wtt 123(5) % qsrtq qifr ' 4 rs xx m qrqqr” 4 *r?<pfa iqT 4 ^mr tftz 
xsrxxx x%] x\x\ ^rfcrqf 1 q;ji4 x? ^44^t 44 f4 <4 str 4 x*f 414 xx «n; 4 4lvt 
*r% t Pp xx fx w xx qrRiT qqr k 1 q?<r)4 xj, Pw fqr qq inrt % 3#r 
% ^rt 4 rt qrqqw 4 Pr 4 q?44 qft tPiRi 4 f44?f44 ^t 4T apt t, xxrx 
qqRRr RRr RrP?4 1 qrr^tq 4 wr4 xt fqr f4?rf4i’ qw«ff vgq 
^-fr 4 f4 jr4t ? vXX f ® Trqyrqrm x gqq q 4 fqqwq % xfxwm xx iriwj'n 
fq 4 44f q«rr*r qs qT 1 Rqrft ftirr P^ 14^4^5 ^^44 ft^qr 44r 
t wfrt ?'4!ir ft^rn ff»rr 4 ft^PfRq ircqxff 4 ^44 ftirqirufrit ^fr 

I 1 ^4' 4t qrq xx 4 qrsfr qpTf4«rPcf4t 4 4 rrt xrar qvf?4 iftx 4rf Pr^cn 

ttPerttPqq 44 rt 44 qrfe' 1 pqr?<j qft 4tf faq;^, qRipiPrq 44 44 rr4 zx xx m 
w 'qqfn xx 4 fqcr. 4rrqq 4r 4 % fxx qqfa 4 4rq1f4q %r«rtf xxxx 4 

fq^'T t? ^ | 1 

s. rtmt 4 xzx 44 qRtq-ifr xixrqi 4 qg x?x ^t f4 xz, tfftq RraR-q 4 
Pqactf 4 447 x?a sq'qrq fqrqTqq 4 44f fqcft ^|f Pqqr | ^ m xxx qrr % 
jirpTm ( 4 «riq rxrxuxx ) 4 ?r«q ?rt< ftPsr X<x\, 4444 snrrr % ftwtf 

% ww.i | i wm x\ \q <t'TT RRiqqf t fq^rTf 4 4 ti xxxx npjr % vtffo 
aR fi-ItA 447 qrcs fffR qrfrmq q4r 11 trtf -irkti 4 ftfcjar f4r«r f, 

447 vax PrtT'T! mx qr44f 4 ft'-! ftwrqq? xrrv ft? | i va: ^rqw 4<r?r w, 
qrr qsfrqr | pqr ^Ti qltf^rPwr 44 P7qp qrrtir 44t f4r.|arr nfurrPw 44 
w44 Rrf?^ 4t7 mx 44f wPtfP4f4<5 ^4 qpfr | 4 t m ftwr 4 g;i44 

i 

». q? | Tx vttRq-q 44 ^Rr 123 t ffJtq qe trrqrn ^rt 4 
wf4^«T'T frcr q.x 4 fav-g; qqrmqq? *T 4 XXX XX VAX 1 PpSTf 77r | Pf ftTrP’T T 
«FW(f vfaftqtr ^ 4 123 (5) % * 44-4 XXX 4 «J *44774 qrr 4444 % I P 7'5 
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faro far $to t £rer far £nt fa wit tot ifa tot totottot toot- % row rr ottotto NT?m 
sttt fa£ f'Twpf to fa tot ot fa TOrfefr fa tot? tot fa tot totoot rofa to toot tot tywr 
witointo v- fawfa fa £fe toitotot firor i otto TOfamroiTOTOTO r? fafero ?f ?rr ^ far fafa- 
fero tnrofa ?r rffa rorfeTOT ror mf tot fen faT ^ra- (fan far faro ottoto n.-stt fa 
TOTOTOTTOrfa % TOTOfaT % ffa OTTOT <|NT TTOTOfe feTOT TOTOT TOrfTOTmfa % OT TOTTO TO faro 
fa'f tototto far fen i wro TTjjfer to tot? fefaT fen t fe ffarfer row-fa rot fafe 
fa to to faifam to sfa rorr rorrorro tot fafa tottot totot tot ferfa to ottoi ffafeR 
OTTO TOT feTOT nm NT I fefa OTTOR fai TO NT OT N'T feTOTTOfa TO TOOT TOTOiOT % fan 
rorfefa fa 'fl-fi tot fan tot ottot toott fa fa jra topr vottto tort totot $ faffe 
TOOT TOTOfOT Tclfanfaf TO’ fa(T TOT TOrTOOTT fafa far fa tmrfa tfe TOTTO TOT fan TO 
fat wqpT % fa(T NW TOWfTOTOT fa TTOT if (T iffer TO TOTOT faror i fafafer «mrfa TO 
o;ro irrfa rrfa roffa far TOrferor to otttotto feroT f, far tots-to fa^TT rorwr £ fe fafarofa 

% TOT TOTOiOTT sp fatT fafa TOtfefe OT TOT TOT TO TOTOTOfe ffan TNT NT I TO TOT TO STOR 
TEOT TO fe <T?TO fa TO *fOTT q-x fafaf'TO TOOTfa ?fa TOTOTt TO - TOTOTTIT TOT fafa S&TTTOT 
tot ror far otttottoto to ferofa far safer irtr otto fTOfa^ '-tto fafacr tot fen ntt 
«rr, WfaTTO TO TO TOOTT t fe OT Nlfa qfrfefafa t ffaTP TODITO TO 
T<1T TOT TOTO feTOT TOTT far OT nmN ^T fafafTO TOlfa T: TOTTST TO TON t TO^TOTT 
fferr-rr Tfar-r ^rfa faTT i tot tottn fa tot to } fa; fa-fenr tow wfafafw fa' 
TOfr TOTfer | 

io. ?rr fam t TOtf to t fe fefafer TOnfa jrrgrT: fafairer r? ntot 
| I TTTO WTTOT TO TfeTOTTOTOT fTOfaTO TOTfa trffe TOT nfOT feTOTOT <TTO, TO^T 
P«TTN TO TOTT TfT TTTOT £ I TO: OTTOOT WTTOTTO % faTO WlfaT fa mfa«* % TOfe 2 fa, 
19 75feOTTON WnriTOSTOT 4 TOOTfa 1 976 fa fafa TO fafa faRTfe TOT fefafTOTO 
TOlfa fefe fa ^TTO fan faNTN TOTT TOT TTNOT TOT I OTTOT WTfa N^lT JTOT TOT 

far TOfa ferorm ni^T fa i to ^WTfTO ffau ^ fe to ottoot 'ntnott fa farn 
fa fa ^ far fep TOifar tt'tjt fern tot j| to ferifar ot TrfaE n totot sfifa t fe*r 
?rnfar fa fafer tot frfw feqrrrr fTONT tot | far ottoot -ntntto to faro nrron tot 
x% toTO tot wfar fen tot $ i 

.TO: feTOffTO nfernfe fa fefarn 4 TOTOrV 1 976 N fa fa TTTfa«I TT TOTTW 

N?fT f t nroTOT | i nfar tot ttinott toot to feo tto to tot n nftrrTfOT fnfaTOr fa 
OTfa .TO fatT unTONTO t fe TO ferfaf Iffa fa TTTOT TTTO TOffa fa fe fefaffa 
jqrroff ton rT ton iTtp «T*rrr°i ffa^fwrr ?r to to % rrit i ott fan feyrn totot toot^t, 

1 974 TO rrraTTO fTOTOfTO TO TTTOTTT TOferT fa TO| fa far OTTOT TOfeTOfa TOTNOTTOTO: 
TOTTOfa. 1979 TOTO (TlTOT I NlTO TO TOT TO J -rjviife-T fTOTO TOO tnp rriffanfeTO TOWTNTO TO 

trfaro faro tttot far fetTTTO totottot tot tottotw TOTrofatr otto fa toott ^ fa tot ?;fer i 
faTO TO?; TOfatTTO TOlfrcT fa TOTOTT far fefe TOTO TOTTOTOT fa TO-TTOTTO ^tTT fa(TOT (TONTTO TOTOT 
TOTTOfa, 1980 TOTOTOfafafafal ^TO rfe TO fe fafatfeTO nwfa' TOTO TO OT l^ro TOTTOm 
feartTOTO TO TOTTO TO n TOTO, TOfenT tot To? fTOTOTT $ fe OT OT TOltfe % TOOT fa TOTOfe % 
fer frofafa TOT feror totto few TOrfau fa farofeTOro fa tsfrrr sto( 1 ) % fafe ffafam 
fa«rfaffa tot% rr^TOfe ^ fafer feror tot i 
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11. *ra*nrrc, wfsrf^nr^r v\ arm 8 *r (3) % arsfto r ^ trt ^rr ^ fa; fa'-fffarr 
wnrrftfV inreff ftrf t't arfarfarnir arm s=r( 1 )%j wfa TR^qfar %an^r^T 
nrrffar tr *rt*r *r<r <f a^far % fai^ fanfan ^ fanT shut Rrfarr 1 

(?o) z\o ^pffarm, 

'*rm *er w fasrifa^ arnw 1 

n-f f^TPfr ; 

15 faatvt, 1976 


[*T^ rr^o 7( 19)/76-fa»-II] 
i * sr^er tffaR i 
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